F037869

F033497

F036887

F033199

F033719

F033779

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

In re the Marriage of Rossi

For good cause shown, respondent’s “Moation To Dismiss Appeal”
filed May 14, 2001, is granted. The appeal which was untimely
(Cd.Rules of Court, rule 2(a) & (b)) is dismissed.

People v. Roberts

Ora argument having been waived in the above-entitled casein
accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for
decision.

In re Marqus R., a Minor

Kern County Department of Human Services v. Javier R.

Ora argument having been waived in the above-entitled casein
accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for
decision.

Welker, et al. v. Thompson, Inc.

Ora argument having been waived in the above-entitled casein
accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for
decision.

People v. Body

Ora argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in
accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for
decision.

People v. Sanders

Ora argument having been waived in the above-entitled casein
accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for
decision.
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F036814

F033978

F036066

F035348

F035348

F035453

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

In re Devin M., a Minor

Ora argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in
accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for
decision.

In re the Marriage of Hillberry

Ora argument having been waived in the above-entitled casein
accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for
decision.

Pack et al. v. Kings County Department of Human Services

The orders denying appellants’ respective petitions under section
827, subdivision (a)(2), are affirmed. Given respondent’s limited and
marginally helpful brief, it will bear its own costs on appeal. Dibiaso,
Acting P.J.

We concur: Harris, J.; Levy, J.
[CERTIFIED FOR PUBLICATION]

People v. Castro

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

People v. Castro
The judgment is affirmed. The case is remanded with instructions.
By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
In re Frank M., a Minor
The judgment is affirmed.
By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
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IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

F037482 County of Stanislaus v. Marinko
No brief having been filed by appellant after notice duly given
under rule 17(a) of the California Rules of Court, IT ISHEREBY

ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is dismissed.
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